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While Chairman RYAN claims his 

budget balances in 10 years, in reality, 
his projection for revenues in 2024 is 
less than his projection for outlays. In 
other words, no balance. That is the 
simple budget math. The only way 
Chairman RYAN can pretend his math 
works is by using Republicans’ dy-
namic scoring trick. 

This is the same trick that paved the 
way for the Bush tax cuts to turn 
record surpluses into record deficits, as 
I have said. It is sort of like a family 
making its budget and projecting: well, 
we are going to get a big raise because 
the boss is going to be doing better, the 
economy is going to be doing better, 
and we will get a big raise, so we will 
budget as if we had already gotten the 
raise. What happens is you don’t get 
that raise and you are deeply in the 
hole. Americans get that. It is a shame 
their Congress doesn’t get that. 

Republicans have a bill on the floor 
this week to force the nonpartisan CBO 
to use the Republican math. The virtue 
of the nonpartisan Congressional Budg-
et Office was that it would give us hon-
est numbers, but now the Republicans 
want to force them to give them their 
numbers that they want that make it 
easier for them to pretend that things 
are going to get better with their poli-
cies rather than putting their policies 
in place and then seeing if it does get 
better, and if it does, we have a bonus. 
Of course, if it doesn’t, we run up large 
deficits as we did in the last adminis-
tration, as we did in the Reagan admin-
istration, as we did in the first Bush 
administration, and, yes, slightly in 
the Clinton administration. But in the 
Clinton administration, over every Re-
publican’s objections, we balanced the 
budget for 4 years. 

We need a budget, Madam Speaker, 
that reflects our real challenges and 
recognizes that we must compromise to 
make the difficult choices necessary to 
meet them. The American people de-
serve a budget that focuses not on gim-
micks but one that promotes oppor-
tunity, growth, and security; com-
promise, not confrontation; prag-
matism, not partisanship; what works, 
not what sounds good. 

Our budget proposal should reflect 
our priorities and enable us to rise to 
meet our challenges. The Republican 
budget that is going to be voted on 
today in the Budget Committee does 
not do that. 

The Wall Street Journal, Madam 
Speaker, wrote an editorial about the 
Ryan priorities, most of which I dis-
agree with because I think their reli-
ance, as RYAN does, on dynamic scoring 
is a ‘‘fool’s errand’’ and has been 
proved to be such over the years that I 
have served in Congress over the last 33 
years. But I do agree with their conclu-
sion, and they say this: 

But the Ryan outline does the service of 
showing the policy direction in which Repub-
licans would head if they regain control of 
the Senate next year. 

I agree with that. I think this is a lit-
mus test for the American people. They 

can review the Ryan budget. They can 
review its consequences to them, them-
selves, their families, their children, 
and their community. They can see the 
adverse consequences of a plan that 
will not work. 

I predict, as I predicted last year, 
Madam Speaker, the Appropriations 
Committee, headed by HAL ROGERS, 
Republican chairman, will not bring 
appropriation bills to the floor that 
will pass on this floor that will imple-
ment the Ryan budget, notwith-
standing the fact that RYAN’s party 
controls this House. I predicted that 
last year, and I was right. As a matter 
of fact, no bills passed this House at 
the Ryan budget numbers last year— 
none, not one. Sadly, I think that is 
what is going to happen this year— 
sadly, for the American people; sadly, 
for this Congress; sadly, for our chil-
dren. 

Madam Speaker, we can do better. 
We can be real. We ought to do the job 
that the American people expect us to 
do and get this country on a fiscally 
sustainable path, not with smoke and 
mirrors but with sincerity and courage. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL CAREER AND 
TECHNICAL EDUCATION CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN). The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
THOMPSON) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, if you listen to prob-
ably the majority of the speeches pro-
vided on this House floor, they clearly 
indicate partisan bickering. If you lis-
ten to many of these speeches, it is 
pretty easy to find out what we dis-
agree upon. There are some divides in 
beliefs and opinions. One of the things 
that is wonderful about this House is 
this is the people’s House. It reflects a 
very diverse nation, and we have di-
verse opinions here on the House floor. 

At the same time, there are individ-
uals here that I work with, both sides 
of the aisle, that I think want to be 
problem solvers. They are willing to 
not talk about what we disagree about, 
because we don’t even need to do that; 
we just turn on the news, and that is 
what is highlighted is what we disagree 
upon. But the fact is we do have indi-
viduals here that have the courage and 
willingness to come to the table, and 
that is step one; to sit at the table and 
define properly what the problem is, 
because without defining the problem, 
you really aren’t going to come up 
with effective solutions that work; and 
third, be willing to state what do we 
agree upon, what can we agree upon 
and make that the beginning point, the 
foundation, for cost-effective solutions. 

I am here today as part of a group 
that really does that. I rise today as 
cochair of the bipartisan Congressional 
Career and Technical Education Cau-
cus. This is a group of Members from 
both sides of the aisle, diverse routes of 
the United States, who care about in-
vesting in opportunities for individuals 

to be able to do better in life through 
education. My opinion is: it is not so 
important where you start in life; it is 
where you end up. The key to that 
stair or that ladder or that path is edu-
cation. 

The Career and Technical Education 
Caucus really, really focuses on that in 
a bipartisan way. It is about America’s 
competitiveness. Because if America 
does not have a qualified and trained 
workforce, America doesn’t have a fu-
ture. So as appropriation season is 
upon us, we in the Congressional Ca-
reer and Technical Education Caucus 
encourage our colleagues to continue 
this body’s united commitment to en-
suring that America remains competi-
tive through an adequately trained 
workforce. 

This can be achieved through an ex-
isting program. We don’t have to cre-
ate a new program. No need to reinvent 
the wheel. It is the Carl D. Perkins Ca-
reer and Technical Education Act. Per-
kins provides the principal source of 
Federal support for program improve-
ment and helps to strengthen the inte-
gration of academic, career, and tech-
nical education at both the secondary 
and the postsecondary institutions. 

Although deficit reduction must re-
main priority number one—it is one of 
our greatest threats for national secu-
rity—during these fiscally challenging 
times, we must invest in CTE pro-
grams. We must also recognize that 
any reduction to Perkins funding 
would affect millions of career and 
technical educational students, the 
business community that relies on a 
qualified workforce, and the future 
competitiveness of this country. 

Going into the fiscal year 2015, the 
Career and Technical Education Cau-
cus is putting together a modest re-
quest for level funding for this pro-
gram. I encourage my colleagues to 
support the efforts of the caucus and 
join in sending this important request 
to the Appropriations Committee. 

f 

LET’S PASS AN IMMIGRATION 
REFORM BILL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIÉRREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. Madam Speaker, 
on June 27, we will mark 1 year since 
our friends on the other side of the Hill 
in the United States Senate passed a 
bipartisan immigration reform bill. 

Four Senators from each party 
worked together to get a bill intro-
duced on April 16 of last year. By May, 
the Judiciary Committee was debating 
and marking it up, and by June, it was 
headed to the Senate floor. Then after 
debate and many, many, many amend-
ments, it was voted on by the full Sen-
ate. Sixty-eight out of 100 Senators 
voted to replace illegal immigration 
with legal immigration, legalize mil-
lions of people who live and work in 
the U.S., and secure our immigration 
system in the workplace and, yes, at 
the border. 
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